Praja Parishad Agitation 
(1952-53), Its Reactions 
and Crisis of August 1953 


Registered with Govt. of India vide No. R, N. 39009/81 


GULAB BHAWAN RESEARCH SERIES 


Bi-annual Publication devoted to Researches in History, Politics and 
Culture of Himalayan and Central Asian regions 


N 
Vol. III OCTOBER, 1982 No. 2 


Patrons: 


Dr: KARAN SINGH 
Sole Trustee. Maharaja Gulab Singh Memorial Trust. 


Prof. SATYA BHUSHAN 
Commissioner and Secretary Education J & K Govt. 


Honorary Editor 
Dr. SUKHDEY SINGH CHARAK 


CONTENTS Oj 

1 Land Revenue System of Ladakh under the Dogias' (PEF 

—Sat Pal. M. A, VERS, nah 
Maharaja Pratap Singh and the Administration of Justice * 
in the Jammu and Kashmir State 
—Dr, Hari Om Mahajan, University of Jammu 
Some Social Aspects of the Wall Paintings of Jammu city 
—Dr Y. B. Singh M. A, Ph D, and Anita Kumari, M. A,M,Phil ...21 
Praja Parishad Agitation (1962—63), Its Reactions and 
risis of August, 1953 
—Dr. Vidya Bhushan, M.A. LL B., B Ed., Ph-D 


Sri Amaranatha Stotra pencharatnam of Raja Chandrachuda 
Simha Varman 


... 295, 


—Dr, Y.B. Singh, M,A., Ph.D,, Departa of History, Jammu 
University. 


ee o 
Maharaja Gulab Singh Memorial Trust 
GULAB BHAWAN 
Shalamar, Jammu—180001 (J&K State), India. 


CC-0. Nanaji Deshmukh Library, BJP, Jammu. Digitized by eGangotri 


Price Rs, 12-00 
Annual Rs, 24-00 


Edited and Published by: 


Printed at ; 
Dr. Sukhdey Singh Charak 


Singh Printers Canal Road, Jammu Tawi, 


igiti tri 
CC-0. Nanaji Deshmukh Library, BJP, Jammu. Digitized by eGangotri 


Praja Parishad Agitation (1952-53), Its 
Reactions and Crisis of August 1953 


Dr. Vidya Bhushan* 


The all Jammu and Kashmir Praja Parishad, being essentially a reac- 
tion to the aggressive trends in the local nationlism of Kashmir, a protest 
of a region which felt politically ignored and condemned!, result of regional 
pationlism, a regional and a Jargely Hindu dominated party was found? in 1947. 
Hindu Dogras had a sense of insecurity as a miniority community in the 
State Representing their apprenhensions, Parja Parishad sought securlty 
inthe retention of the Institution of the Maharaja asa Constitutional 
head of the State. For the same reason they favoured ‘closer tics between 
the State and Indiaa Union and abrogation of Article 370 which con 
ferred a Special Status on the State. It rejected, outrightly a separate 
Consembly,? separtc emblem and separate flag for the state and the 
institution of Sadar-i-Rayasat and demanded the application of Indioa 
Constitution in its entirety.’ Like Jana Sangh, its policy too was influen- 
ced by the ideology of AKHAND BHART and regarded the accession of 
*M. A., LL, B. B. Ed., Ph. D. Lecturer, P. G. Deptt, of Pol. Science, University of 
Jammu, Jammu, : 
Puri, Balraj : Jammu A clue to Kashmir Tangle. A—4, Model Town Delhi—9, 1966 
pp 33-34. 

Bater, Craig. : The Jana Sangh, University of Pennsylvania Press Philadephia 1969. 
p-75, Y 

«According to Craig Baxter,” The Praja Parshid was founded in November 1947, in 
Jammu and like Jana Sangh was built on R S.S, base. The First President was Hari 
Wazir and the Gen, Secty was Madhok. Wazir was succeeded by Lala Roop Chand 
Nanda. Nanda was arrested in 1949. Tne Parshad began an agitation against the 
Government headed by Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah which was withdrawn when 


Abdullah agreed to release Nanda. Nanda resigned the Presidency and withdrew from 
Political Activity. His successor as President was Pt. Prem Nath Dogra.” y 


Jammu Rejects A Separate Constitution for J&K State. Apa let 1 ib , 
All J&K Praja Parshid, year unknown. Pamphlet Gan end 


4 Ibid. t 


5 


N 


w 
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the State to the Union as final, complete, legally valid and beyond question.’ 
The Party believed in the coucept of India asa strong Uuitary State.® 


The Party which had previously criticised the convening of Consembly 
to draft separate constitution for the State, decided to contest the elections 
and demanded representation in Delimitation Committee? Soon after the 
party leadership charged the National Conference and its Government of 
commission ot malafide tactics, number of irregularities? and dubious 
methods” in Jammu Elections and gave an ultımatum!! and ultimately 
bycotted the elections under protest," This gave rise tothe Prashid war 
ery: 


Ek Drsh men do Vidha—In one country two Constitutions ; 
Ek Desh men do Nishan—In one country two Flags ; 


Ek Desh men do Pradhan—In one country two Prime Ministers. 
Nahin Chalengay ! Nahin Chalengay—Will not be tolerated?! : 


5 Programme— Apamplet published by the All J&K. Praja Parshid Jammu, year nnknown 
pl. 

6 Deendayal Upadhaya, Presidential Address, Calicut, December 1967, 

7 The Hindustan Times, 9th May 1951, 

8 A Statement issued by Pt. Prem Nath Dogra, at a press conference he!d in New Delhi 

on 6th Oct. 1951, Praja Parshid Files, Jana Sangh office, Jammu, 
(ii) Praja Parisha.l stand Exploined—A Pamphlet 
General Secretary. The all J&K Praja Parshid, Ja 
(iti) A plea to undrstand Praja prashid—A pambhl 
The all J&K praja parshid-p-8. 

9 A Statement issued by Pt. Prem Nath Dogra—to the press at Del 
1951, mentioned the adoption of the following irregularities :—]. 
in the provinces of Kashmirand Jammu simultaneously: 2, Irregular Delimitation; 
3. No general seat in three Constitutencies ; 4. Out of the Way polling Stations; 
5, 41 out of 65 nominations of Praja parishid 


Candidates being Tejectedon most flimsy 
grounds ; 6. Favour toweards the Natlonal Conference Candidates 3; and 7, Official 
interfernce. 


issused by Durga Dass Verma, 
mmu year unknown, pp-8-14. 
et issued by Publicity Secretary. 


hi on 6th October, 
Not holding elections 


ja Parshid in a Ictrer to State Election Commissio- 
milar complaints, PP, Fils, Jammu Office. 
ttee of all J&K. Praja Parshid dated 22nd Sept. 


ncr. dated Sth Ooctober 1921 made si 


ime Minister o India—dt, i 
Aneleeram 101 f India—dt. 9th Oct. 1951. Jana Sangh Filles, Head 


13 Madhok/Balraj : Kasmir Centre of New Alignment : Deepak Parkasha New Delhi- 
1963, p-24, 
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aa 


A minor incident over the protest of afew students against hoist- 

ing of National Conference Flag in G.G.M. College on 15th January 1962: 
touched off the conflagration. The incident led to penalisation of the 
students 15 Students’ hunger strike.” violence,® Police Lathi charge, firing,” 
partial paralisation of administrative machinery in Jammu city, interven- 
tion of the Military and imposition of 72 hours curfew 2° Under its cover, 
the entire leadership of Praja Parished was arrested as the Government 
charged that the demonstration was organised and inspired by 
the Praja Parishad. There was a sharp reaction in the State as 
well as rest of India.” On the intervention of Mr.N G. Ayyangar, the then 
Minister of State of India, who visited Jammu in_April 1952 to_study the 
left trail 


situation and cool passions," they were released, But 
of bitterness 


Meanwhile Mirza Mohd. Afzal Beg. the then Chairman of the Basic 
Principles Committee pointed out in the Constituent Assembly on March 
24.1952, that the State of Jammu and Kashmir would be “an autonomous 
Republic within the Indian Union, witha separate President, National 
Assembly, Judiciary, Regional Autonomy and separate citizenship.?”® Beg’s 
statement was deeply resented not only in Jammu but also in Ladakh and 
rest of India and created serious apprehensions about the credibility of 
the leaders of Kashmir. ; 


Regional discontent was a'so growing in Ladakh. In a memorandum 
submitted to the State Prime Minister Sheikh Mohd. Abdullah, Kaushak 
Bakula, Head Lama of Ladakh and member of the Constituent Assembly, 


14 The Jammu Distubrances: Feb: 1952, Ministry of Information and Broadcasting, J&K 
Govt., year unknown, p-l. 


15 The Jammu Disturbances 5 Feb. 1952. Ministry of Information and Broadcasting 
J&K, year unknown, p-1,! 


16 The Hindu, (Madras) Sth March 1952. 


17 A case for Anopen Enquiry publicity Deptt., the All J&K. praja paisbad, year un- 
known p-1. 


18 The Tribune Dt 11-2-1952, 
19 Ibid. 
20 The press note Issued by J&K Govt. on 9-2-1952, 


21 i) The Resolution of the working committee ofı Akhal Bharaliya Hindu Maha 
Sabha io An March 1952. ii) Shri Shibban Lal Sexena’s speech in parliament on 
March 3rd, 1952- 


22 The Hindustan time of 10th April, 1952. 
23 C.A. Deb. vol. II No. 1 of 23-2-1952 pp 3-4 
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demanded for a statutory provision in the future Constitution of Jammu 
and Kashmir under which State’s North-Eastern Frontier Province of Lad- 
akh‘ covering Sinkiang and Western Tibet, would become a federation 
unit of Kashmir as long as the accession of the State to India endures”. 
He urged that a separate Legislative Assembly of 15 members, with an 
Executive Council responsible toit, should be set up for Ladakh to ruu 
the internal adininistration of the area. He pointed out that under that 
proposal Ladakh w ould largely bear the same relation to the J&K State as 
the latter did do India. Asserting that under the circumstances Ladakh 
would have little or no voice in the State's, 75-member Constituent 
Assembly where it was, in point of race, language and culture a perfect 
Stranger to the rest of the members. He claimed that his plan was the best 
guarantee of the stability of the c3nnections, of Ladakh with Kashmir. 
In case his plan was not deemed feasible, he added, then a committee of 
10 members elected on the joint electorate basis be ser up for Ladakh and 
no measure affecting the economic, political and religious life of the pro- 
vince be passed by the State Constituent Assembly or the J&K Govern- 
ment without its approval; all proposals emanating from the Statutory 
| Advisory Committee be treated as the “Voice of Ladakh”.*4 
LAT Y 
Kushak Bukola had a talk with N.G. Ayyengar and Tepeated the 
demand that Ladakh be granted internal autonomy. Kashmiri leaders did not 
take kindly to these Tegional protests and were particularly provoked by the 
merger movement of Praja Parishid. Strongly reacting to the Praja Parished 
movement Sheikh Abdullah, in a Sensational speech at RS pura on the 
10th April 1952, said that Kashmir’s accession to India would be of rest- 
Tictive nature and those who wanted Kashmir to lose irs Separate identity 
were talking without any conception of political realities that faced them. +5 
In another speech at Hazratbal on 18th April, 1952, he said that Kashmir 
is in no way were prepared to renounce their charished idenlogy in further- 


ght to shape their destiny 
In another speech at Hazaratba] 


— 

24 The Statesman dt 25-3-1952, 

25 The Statesman dt 12-4-1952. 

26 The Hindustan Times of 26-4-1952 
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on 25th April. 1953 he said that the whole world was awara of their policy 
that the Consembly would decide three important issues: framing of the 
Constitution, the future of the ruling dynasiy and the accession of the 
State.” These speeches caused an uproar in Jammu particularly and the In- 


dian Press? and public opinion* was also agitated. 


Meanwhile events were moving fast with in the State. The Consem- 
bly unanimously adopted the State Flag 30 the interim report recommending 
the abolition of hereditary monarchy and the election of the Head of the 
State was also unanimously approved * 


Pr. Prem Nath Dogra said that the decisions of the Consembly were 
narrow-sighted and ill-conceived and reflecting one party’s ideology that 
solely comprised the Consembly. He added that these pronocutive decisions 
had caused deep resentment, throughout and particularly in the Jammu 
province.* While condemning such decisions, the Praja Parishad pointed 
out that the people of Jammu be made to cry for self-determination and 
that the will of the Kashmir valley people could not be forced on the peo- 
ple living outside it® A campaign was then started throughout Jammu 
province to get 5 lacs of signatures in support of the Memorandum to 


the President of India™ 


Officially, a deputation® of Kashmiri leaders was summoned in Delhi 
on 12-6-1952% and held a series of discussion. Sheikh Mobd, Abdullah also 
joined them on July, 195237. All this resulted in Delhi Agreement, 19523, 
The Praja parishad was of the view that Agreement was another surrender 
at the alter of communal instransigence and separation of Sheikh Mohd. 


27 Ibid. 
28 Indian Express dt 15-4-1952. 

29 Speech of Sh. N.C, Chatterjee M. Z. in The house of people dl 20-5-1952. 

30 CA Deb, vol. III No, 1 dt. 7-6-1952 p. 29. 

31 C.A. Deb. vol. III dt 12-6-1952. 

32 A Statement issued by Pt. P.N, Dorgra, president ofall &K praja parishad dt. 12-6-1952 
33 Jammu rejects a separate consititution for the J&K State, praja parishad Jammu year 

unknown p 14. 

34 The Statesman dt 2nd July, 1952. 

35 The Times of India dt. 23-6-1952. 

36 Delhi Express dt, 27to July. 1952. 

37 Delhi Express dt. 18th July 1952. 

38 Lord Bird Wood: Two Nations and Kashmir p. 28. 
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Abudllal “A Fraud on India people and an Attack on Indian Aonstitution 39 
Pt. Prem Nath Dogra declared that Praja Parishad would launch a Satyag- 
arch if the Agreement was enforced.° 


D The Parishad movement caused an adverse reaction in Doda District 


of Jammu also. A section of its inhabitants led by Goni being much agit- 
ated," emphasised that if thev had peculiar local problems’? and histor- 
ically, geographically,‘ culturally’ were quite different from their neigh- 
bouring unit, they could not in any way be aftached with the cultura [unil 
of Jammu.’ While stressing that it must be given the status of a Separate 
cultural unit’ like Jammu and Ladakh, they demanded the State to be 
divided into as many as five culiural units... Kashmri, Jammu, Poonch, Rajo- 
ouri, Ladakh and Doda‘ in the future constitutional setup of J&K State 
Each such unit, legally, having equal status should enjoy autonomy in the 
conduct of their internal affairs including maintenance of law and order 
within their own limits.‘ 


The regional tension is also supposed to have provoked promi- 
nent Kashmiri leader Mr. G. M Karra to form the first secessionist par- 
ty, Poiitical Conference, in Kashmir after 1947. 


The State Government lost no time in implementing those provi- 
Isions of the agreement which aimed at autonomy. Monarchy was abo- 
ished, and Yuvaraj Karan Singh was elected as Sadar-e-Riyast.° Shej- 
kh Abdullah was accursed of ignoring those sections which confirmed 
Kashmir's ties with Indias! and provided coustitutional safeguard for 


Jammu and Ladakh as agreed by him. Meanwhile] differences spread 


in his Cabinet and the working committee in regard to the interpret- 


39 Nehru Abdullah pact the unholy Agreement and Fraud’ p. » Jammu pp. 2-3. 
40 The Organiser (weekly) vol Vi Wo, 11 dt, 27 October, 1952, Bus 


41 Goni, Abdul Ghani : Doda District, pamphlet, Doda dt. 2; July 1953, 
42 Ibid p. 7. 

43 Ibid p.7. 

44 Ibid p.6 

45 Ibid p. 10. 

46 Ibid pp. and 10. 

47 Ibid p 3 

48 Ibid p, 11. 

49 C.A. Deb, vol IV No. V Dt, 21 August, 1952 P. 28, 

50 The Hindustan Standard 15th Nov,, 1952. 


51 P'N- Bambzai: His tory of Kashmi, 


cation-1962 p-722, Metropolitam Book Company Pvt, Ltd. Ist Edu- 
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ation and implementation of the Delhi Agreement." But Sheikh Abd- 
ullah pointed out that neither he nor the smallest worker of the 
National Conference had said one word in violation of the Delhi Agr- 


eement.°? 


The Praja Parishad adopted an eight-point programme for Saty- 
agrah®® the details of which were settled by Pt. PN Dogra and Dr. 
S.P Mukherji at Jullundur during Punjab Jana Singh session on Nov. 
8, 1952. On November, 21, Pt. P.N Dogra and Sham Lal were arre- 
sted and the agitation starded. The movement assumed serious pro- 
portions and its repercussions were felt ontside the State also. “Anti 
Kashmiri feelings in Jammu developed anti-Muslim overtones, while 
anti-Jammu reactions in the valley tended to become anti-Hindu and 
hostile to rest of the country.”** Finally the three parties of India 
Jana Sangh, Ram Rajya Parishad and Hindu Maha Sabha merged together 
in a bid to organise the movement in Delhi proper 5° Dr. S.P. Mukh- 
erji entered into a long correspondance” with Pt. Nehrn and Sheikh 
Abdullah but nothtng substantial came out. At later stage Dr. Mukh- 
erji even went to the extent of accepting Delhi-Agreemtn to withdraw 
the agitation provided all Praja Parishad workers were released and 


its leaders were invited to a Conference. But the offer was not res- 
ponded. 


A chais of multiple reactions had ollowed Sheikh’s atti- 
tude towards Jammu : The agitation of the Praja Parishad, the ¡ole of its 
sympathetic organisations is India, its rasctions in the valley and 
their connter-reactions in India, the planned process of precipitating 
a conflict between “Kashmir Nationalism” and “Dogra-Nationalism”. 
and Ladakh and Doda’s demand for the internal autonomy had created 
conditions favourble for the disintegration of the State and disruption of 
the unity of its people. Moreover. the relations between the two Gover- 
nments (Government of India and the Government of J&K) and oppos- 


52 e: political weekly edited by Manoranjen Guha Delhi vol. iv No 52, Feb, 13 
1953 p-5. 

53 Ibid p-15. 

54 Organiser vol No VI vol Dt. 22nd Sept, 1952 

55 Ibid. 

56 Port Election politics of Jammu & Kashmir—a half turn pamphlet, Author and publisher 
unknown but printed at Ashoka Aart Press Shehidi chowk, Jammu, found in p. p. old 
files Jana Sangh Head Office Jammu. 

57 oe Joyti Bhushan Dass: The Jammu & Kashmir, Martinus Nijhoff the Hague 1968 
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ition groups in the State further deteriorated. Sheikh Abdnllah was 
prapared to make some concessions to the separatists in Jammu and 
Ladakh The Basic Principles Committe of the Constituent Assembly was 
thus instructed to study the idea of extending autonomy to each province of 
the State. The State C. A was therefore, busy in drafting the constitution 
on a fully Democratci Basis 


The broad outlines had been drawn up and discussed at length by 
the working commmittee of National Conference in 2nd week of May 1953.5 
The committee asserted again that the relationship of the State with Indian 
Union would be based on the instrument of Accession of 1947, Art 370 and 
Indo-Kashmir Agreemtn of 1952. It was further proposed that the State 
would be divided into five units on cultural and linguistic line, each / 


unit enjoying certain measures of autonomy strictly relating to internal! 
administration. 


According to one version...... the scheme of regional autonomy 
was on the following lines-‘‘Three provinces, namely Kashmir, Jammu’ 
and Poonch--Rajouri were to have each as executive head a council 
of Ministers responsible to the Provinicial Legislatures. As far as Ladakh 
and Gilgit matters, Fibey were proposed to be administered by 
Regional Councils. Authority might be given under the State Constitut- 
ion tothe State Legislatures to increase or decrease 
autonomous units or establish new units,” 


the area of these 


Broadcasting from Radio Kashmir, Srinagar on April 17th, 
1953, the State Prime Minister, Sheikh Mohd Abdullah said, “We 
have decided to give autonomy to the different cultural units of the State 
as will be provided in the Constitution that is being drawn up. This 


will remove all the fears of domination of one unit over the other and 
will make for the voluntary union and consolidation of the people of 


the State” 


Joseph Karbel defined“? the cultural unils as “The Valley. Jammu, 
AAA 
58 Kashmir Affairs—a bi-monthly vol 2 No 3 Jan.-Feb, 1960 p. 41. 
59 Hindustan Standard-DeJhi 2 th may 1955, 
60 Ibid, 


61 Quomi Awaz (Week| 


y) Jammu, July 1974 p, 75-78. 
62 Ibid, x Pugna 


CC-0. Nanaji Deshmukh Library, BJP, Jammu. Digitized by eGangotri 


Prja Parishad Agitatton ( 1922-53), Its Reactions 33 


Gilgit, Ladakh and region consisting of the districts of Mirpur, Rajouri, 
Poonch and Muzzafrabad.” 


The idea seemed to be thar a measure of autonomy in their 
internal affairs, Would remove the fears of each of these units and would 
provide a moral natural and noncommunal impetus for a sense of bel- 
onging and political participation: Such a sense of belonging alone could 
effectively counter the appeal for secession in the valley or of communa- 
lism in Jammu - “only this can ensure their unity and contribute to the 
development of a sentiment of genuine Indian Nationhood in this vital 
part of the country.” 

We, thua, find that certain forces within and outside the State 
interacted and caused some sort of polarisation among the various 
stand-points. The Jammu interactionists were never completely reconciled 
to the State’s accession to India in the three “subjects along the special 
status of Kashmir under article 370 of the Constitution of India, the Delhi 
Agreement of 1952 and even the proposal to give autonomy to the 
different cultural units of the State were unacceptable to the Praja Par- 
shad. Their search for security induced them to agitate for a highly unified 
Constitution -with one Constitution, one President and one Flag for the whole 
of the country. The formation of the separate Consembly for the state, its 
own Sadar-i-Riyasat asthe head, a separate emblem and a separate flag 
were, therefore, connter to their concept of a strong centre. 


The stands of even the national-level parties happened to be confused 


and contributed to uncertainty about the shape of things to come. 
All this created a sharp reaction and uncertainty in Kashmir. 


Pakistan, on the other hand, while taking advantage of this new 
situation tried to misinterpret the then emerging public opinion on Kashmir 


as chauvinstic and to exploit the parochial sentiments of the Dogra National- 


ism as well as the religious feelings ofthe Kashmiris. This was intended to 


intensify their sense of insecurity and to create doubts in their minds as to 


whether India would stay secularist after Nehru’s death. 


63 Karbel, Joreph : Danger in Kashmir, Princetion University press 1966 p-34, 
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Allthiscreated political instability, suspense, uncertainty and econo- 


mic stress. There was also an apprehension that the Kashmir leaders might 


get alienated from the popular support in the valley and therefore they started 
more assertive attitude; 


Under these compelling circumstances Working Committee of the 
National Conference appointed 8 members committee, in May 1953,% to 
explore avenues of an honourable settlement of the accession issue “Y The 
Sub-Comittee, at its final session, held on 9th June 1953 adopted the follow- 
ing proposals as possible alternatives for an honourable and peaceful sol- 
ution of the Kashmir dispute between India and Pakistan® :- 


a) Overall plebiscite with conditions as detailed in the minutes of 
the meeting dated 4.6.53. °7 
b) Independence of the whole state with joint Indo-Pak control of 
foreign affairs and defence. 
d) Dixon plan with independence for the plebiscite area,” 
Then followed a period of studied inactivity and delibrate side- tra- 
cking of the main issue completing the constitution. 


Meanwhile by the sudden death of Dr. S.P. Mukherji, the President 
ofthe Akhil Bharatiya Jana Singh and the leader of Opposition in the 
Indian Parliament, on 23rd June, 1953, in detention at Srinagar, the whole 
of North India was plunged in profound grief and submerged bya kind of 
anti-Nehru and Anti-Abdullah wave. Praja Parishad refused to believe 
that death in mysterious circumstances.” 


But while explaining his innocence in this matter, Sheikh Abdullah 
pointed out,” 


64 Most. Election Palitics of Jammu & Kashm 
65 Gupta Joyti Bhusham Dass 8 
66 Sheikh-A bdullah-Sadiq Corres 


Chanakyapuri New Delhi (ye 
67 Ibid. 


68 Ibid. 
69 A Statement of Shri Durga Dass Verma A General S 


70 Mdahok, Balraj: A Story of 
Delhi, year not mentioned p. 1 


71 Gundeva. Y.D.: The Test Sheikh 
Coe ament of Sheikh Abdullah, 


ir Op. cit. p, 8. 
The Jammu and Kashmir, op. cit p. 206, 


pondance August to Oct 1956 Mridula Sarabhi 81/48 
ar not mentioned.) 


ecretary ANJ&K Jammu 25-6-1953 
iG TH in Kashmir, Young sia publicati ons, New 


Palit & Plit publishers Dehra Dun, 
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“Dr, Mukherji was a friend of mine and I had a great regard for 
him. Bakshi Ghulam Mohd held the portfolio of Home Affairs 
and Shyam Lal Saraf the portfolio of Health and Jails...... I could 
establish contact with Dr. Mukherji only through them. I did 
not even get authentic reports about his health from these people 
and I received the news of his death quite unexpectedly one mo- 


rning.” The rumblings of similar reactions were also heard in 
the Frontier district of Ladakh.” 


Events thereafter followed each other in snch rapid succession that 
one often missed the link between them. 


Simultaneously there were inflammatory reports that Sheikh Mo- 
hd. Abdullah was thinking to declare Kashmir as Independent, the idea 
of which was said to be mooted by American Statsmen, Mr. and Mrs. 
Henderson”? Stevenson, during his visit to Kashmir in May 1953, re~ 
portedly promised American support to the move.'* Such reports again 
threatened to disintegerate J&K and to make it a pawn in international 
power politics.» However, Sheikh Abdullah pointed out that the charge 
of planning to declare Kashmir independent was completely baseless.” 
Moreover, when Sadiq Ali and Madhu Limaye during their visit to the 
State in 1954, “asked the leading spokesmen of the party(Natlonal Co- 
nference) and the Government, Whether they had any documents in th- 
eir possession which proved that Sheikh was in secret collaboration with 
Americans for carving out an independent Kashmir valley, they all den- 
ied that they had any such documentary proofs.’® The tragedy was 
that Sheikh Abdullah was misunderstood and his urge for maximum au- 
tonomy for the State was just taken for independence. 


An open rift inthe camp of National Conference studdenly devel- 
oped. In a cabinet of five members only Mirza Mohd. Afzal Beg 
continued to support Sheikh Mohammad Abdullah who decided to call 
a meeting of the Working Committee and General Council of the Na- 
72, Winer. Myron, State Politics in India, Chicago 1968, pp. 220-22. 
73 Vigil op. cit Feb. 13, 1933 p, 5. 


74 Karbel, Joseph; Danger in Kasnmir op. cit P- 237. 


75 Crisis in Kashmir Explained, Lala Rookh publications, Srinagar, year unknown, Intro- 
duction portion, 


76 Gundeva, Y, O The Testament of Sheikh Abdullah op. cite. p. 46. 
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tional Conference on 24th August and 26th August, 1953 Be Deztively 
to endorse his new line and desired to make public his latest stand 


on 21s6 August, 1953 The Idd Day.” 


The scene was now complicated enough to climcx the tragic drama of 
Kashmir. On August 7th, 1953, three members of the cabinet led by 
Bakshi, accused Abdullah in a memorandun, sent to Sadar-Riyasat, of m- 
aking arbitrary decisions, of being responsible for deterioration in the 
administration, nepotism, inefficiency and wanton wastage of public resou- 
Tees and alleged that the cabinet had lost the confidence of the people.” Sh- 
eikh SAbdullah was summoned by the Sadar-i-Riyasat who suggested an em- 
ergency meeting of the cabinet for free and frank discussion at the palace.” 
But he refused and left for Gulmarg to spend the weekend.’ 


On the other hand, the Congress leadership and the leadership of 
National Confernce in State too, which had an identitv in their appros 
aches and objectives in so far as their freedom struggle was concerned 


litics of Government in pre independence, were then unable to adjust 
their political objectives and coordinate their political operations. Undern- 
neath the stable political facade there was a merked simmering discontent 
and disappointment at each other’s performance 81 


Thus “many birds were killed with the single stone of dismlssal and 
` snbsequent arrest o? Sheikh Abdullah.”s2 But Sheikh Abdnllah’s political 
“martyrdom” on 9th August made him a Popular hero of Kashmir Once again 
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